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STATE v. TAVERAS—SECOND CONCURRENCE

D’AURIA, J., with whom McDONALD, J., joins, con-

curring. Although I agree with much of the analysis and

reasoning of the majority’s opinion, I would eschew a

true threats analysis in this case. Instead, I am con-

vinced by the approach of Judge Elgo’s dissenting opin-

ion in the Appellate Court. See State v. Taveras, 183

Conn. App. 354, 382–92, 193 A.3d 561 (2018) (Elgo, J.,

dissenting). For the same reasons contained in her cogent

dissenting opinion, I would reverse the Appellate Court’s

judgment and remand the case to that court, as the

majority does. Accordingly, I respectfully concur.


